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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

1. Claims 58 - 68 and 71 - 75 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Mathur et al. (U.S. Patent 5,742,825). 

Regarding Claims 58 and 71 , Mathur discloses a computer that may be used as 
a computerized wagering game apparatus including a computerized game controller 
comprising a processor with a memory (col. 1, lin. 16; where a general purpose process 
scheduling system may be used for a specific wagering game system) and an operating 
system stored in said memory (col. 2, lins. 33 - 35), the controller further comprising a 
game state storage, a nonvolatile storage, the computerized game controller being 
operable to control a computerized wagering game, an operating system comprising an 
operating system kernel and a system handler application (col. 1, lins. 53 - 58), the 
operating system kernel and system handler application operable to dynamically link 
with a plurality of gaming program shared objects and device handlers and load said 
gaming program shared objects and device handlers (col. 1 , lins. 39 - 43), the system 
handler application comprising an Application Program Interface comprising functions 
callable from the gaming program shared objects, the Application Program Interface 
comprising a plurality of gaming functions callable by and used by at least some of the 
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shared objects (col. 1, lins. 33 - 38; where a general purpose API may be used for 
gaming functions), the system handler application operable to initiate a game based on 
data variables stored in the nonvolatile storage, the system handler application operable 
to write game data variables to at least one of the game state storage and nonvolatile 
storage, the system handler application is operable to load at least one of the gaming 
program shared objects in response to a change in the stored game data variables by 
another of the at least one gaming program shared objects (col. 3, lins. 9-13; where a 
gaming shared object is a specific type of generic shared object), and the game state 
storage including a look-up table for the data variables stored in the nonvolatile storage 
(col. 1 1 , lins. 41 - 49; where a queue stores a lookup table of messages), wherein the 
system handler application further comprises an event handler (col. 3, lins. 42 - 47), the 
system handler application then unloading the first shared object, the system handler 
application then loading other shared objects and repeating steps (b) through (e) for 
said other shared objects, the operating system kernel then loading at least one 
additional shared object and repeating steps (b) through (e) for said at least one 
additional shared object, the system handler application then loading at least one device 
handler and repeating steps (b) through (e) for said at least one device handler, and the 
operating system kernel then loading at least one additional device handler and 
repeating steps (b) through (e) for said at least one additional device handler (col. 3, 
lins. 42 - 47; where an event handler may be configured to schedule processes 
according a number of different priorities and other criteria to execute in a specific 
desired order). 
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Regarding Claim 60, Math ur discloses a computerized wagering game apparatus 
wherein the system handler application comprises software having the ability when 
executed to unload a previous gaming program shared object or device handler if a 
previous object or device handler has been loaded, load a new gaming program shared 
object or device handler; and execute the new gaming program shared object or device 
handler (col. 3, lins. 42 - 47). 

Regarding Claim 61 , Mathur discloses a computer that may be used as a 
computerized wagering game apparatus wherein data variables modified by the gaming 
program shared objects are stored by the system handler application in the nonvolatile 
storage and a game state storage (col. 1, lins. 27-31; where a system handler 
application is inherently stored in memory as is well known in the art), and the system 
handler application functions to verify that the operating system or code for a shared 
object has not changed (col. 18, lins. 54 - 67; where an object's type is verified). 

Regarding Claims 62 - 65 and 72, Mathur discloses a computer that may be 
used as a computerized wagering game apparatus wherein the game state storage 
provides a variable name index to associated variable data locations within the 
nonvolatile storage (col. 1 1 , lins. 41 - 49; where a queue may be variable and has many 
data locations), wherein changing a data variable in nonvolatile storage causes 
execution of a corresponding callback function in one of the gaming program shared 
objects of the system handler application (col. 14, lins. 38 - 47; where callback 
functions are associated with a number system handler operations), wherein the 
computerized game controller comprises an IBM PC-compatible computer (col. 1, lin. 
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23), wherein the operating systenn kernel is a Linux operating system kernel (col. 1, lins. 
28 - 31 ; where a Linux operating system is a specific type of a generic operating 
system), wherein the Linux operating system kernel has at least one selected device 
handler disabled (col. 14, lins. 38 - 47; where device handlers are disabled when they 
are not needed). 

Regarding Claims 67 - 68, Mathur discloses a computer that may be used as a 
computerized wagering game apparatus wherein the at least one selected device 
handler that is disabled is selected from the group consisting of a keyboard handler, an 
I/O port handler, a network interface handler, a storage device controller handler, and a 
I/O device handler (fig. 2; where a diagram of all connected elements is shown), 
wherein the system handler application and the operating system kernel work in 
communication to hash system handler application code and operating system kernel 
code (fig. 3; where system call structure paths are shown). 

Regarding Claim 74, Mathur discloses a computer that may be used as a 
computerized wagering apparatus wherein the wagering game comprises a plurality of 
segments each comprising a gaming program shared object, wherein the system 
handler is operable to dynamically change the wagering game from one of the plurality 
of segments to another of the plurality of segments in response to the change in the 
stored game data variables (col. 3, lins. 9-13; where a gaming shared object is a 
specific type of generic shared object) or a change in at least one of the device handlers 
(col. 3, lins. 42 - 47). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 69 - 70 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mathur in view of Marrington et al. (U.S. Patent 4,757,505). 

Regarding Claim 69, Mathur discloses a computer that may be used as a 
computerized wagering apparatus wherein the operating system is controlled by a 
general-purpose computer and the nonvolatile storage stores program variables (col. 1, 
lin. 23), and the system handler application loads a first shared object and the first 
shared object calls up a gaming function from within an Application Program Interface 
(col. 1, lins. 33 - 38; where a general purpose API may be used for gaming functions). 
Mathur does not disclose that loss of power does not cause data to be lost. However, 
Marrington teaches a system for use with a PC such that loss of power does not result 
in loss of the state of the computerized wagering game system (col. 2, lins. 18 - 39). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have modified the PC-based system handler of Mathur with the PC based 
power protection system of Marrington in order to safeguard data and allow for 
continued use of a computer system in the event of power loss. 

Regarding Claim 70, Mathur discloses a computer that may be used as a 
computerized wagering apparatus of claim 69 wherein the system application handler 
loads and executes a single shared object at any one time (col. 3, lins. 9-13; where a 
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gaming shared object is a specific type of generic shared object) and wherein the 
system application handler shares data with at least one other shared object upon 
execution of the at least one other shared object (fig. 3; where system call structure 
paths are shown for data sharing and inter-process communication). 

Response to Arguments 
3. Applicant's arguments have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

Applicant maintains that the claimed invention distinguishes over the prior art 
because Mathur does not disclose shared objects with interrupted execution loaded 
from non-volatile memory. The examiner respectfully disagrees. In fact, Mathur 
discloses a process scheduler as described above, which contains all of the scheduling, 
including partial execution, and memory managing, including loading programs and 
variables from memory, features that are disclosed by the claimed invention. These 
features are notoriously well known and established in the art of operating system 
scheduling and process management. 

Applicant also maintains that the claimed invention distinguishes over the prior 
art because Mathur does not specifically cite gaming. However, Mathur discloses a 
process scheduler as discussed above which may be used on a generic computer 
system, which may inherently be a computer system for gaming. "Wagering" is an 
intended use of the system and does not change the claimed structure. Intended use 
does not distinguish over the prior art structure. 

For the above reasons, claims 58 - 75 stand rejected. 

Conclusion 
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The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

U.S. Patent 5,428,525: System Handler. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Aashish Karkhanis whose telephone number is (571) 
272-2774. The examiner can normally be reached on 0800-1630 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert Pezzuto can be reached on (571) 272-6996. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
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Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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OORBETraOOBlAW 
f^lMARY EXAhfiNER 



